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| . HB in vage of Chriſtianity have 
o boldly attack d: and the 


Divinity of our Saviour ſo confi- 
dently deny d: and that, by a Fer- 

1 account of his Education, Stu- 
+. 1 ſhould have been more 


2 241 ag d in the Intereſts both of Reli- 
gion an Truth, — hope it will nat be 
5118 2 thought 


55 


bs, opon-dh der; 
place, to-undertake a defence of ſo im. 
portant an Article of our Religion. And be. 
cauſe the reviver of theſe pretends to 


eateſt 1 the 
4 


ent 2 , and primit N 

| 0h 1 fal endedvourhiefiy.s 
very Authors to prove, that our Saviour is 
God in the moſt true and proper ſenſe, and 

that from theſe following PITT: 


01 the Son 0 of God! J 


II. "Exper hisbeingin the gs call 4 


mw. Nm bx eu to ny of Ado: 
ration. 5 
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B WE Fro a Ys having che Abs of 
- God, and cr Bierdity. 3 

ene n 
7 From wy 8 Conſubſtantial, or 


"2 976 > ads rae 
- ay „ Fache, 7 et en 


Ando Di 111 e Ho To iti ie 


the all theſe 


—_ vo. qi: ER. 


nel all in 
a great meaſure confine my ſelf to the Teſti- 
-monies and ——＋ oft the firſt: Fathers 


ha.) 
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within the compaſs this Author „5 
| ""—_ ee er of Chrift One Hundred x 


te te chore of tle ta nby 
been t upo 
the Learned and by all Parties in Rel 
ther/as or. Heretical:” T 1 
votice tod of ſome Texts of 1 . 
cially thoſe he has endeavour d to pervert, — 5 : 
ß : 7 
e e ntiquit and Reaſon. "A. 50 1 
9 8 e enn d C2 9 
I. Jefas Chrift is.troly and properly-God, 5, 
becauſe he. is the Son of God. This is a con» 
ſequence. allow d by. the primitive writers: | 
particularly Irenexe admits, this propoſitioenn 
25 true, That whatſoever j born ¶ God is God. 4 
The Argument which was uſed hy ſome was, Ho 
That as he that is properly the'San of Man 
270 ſo he that is properly the, Son . 


bez 


both Land "Angels may be, and. a ang. 2 0 N 
Cripture, call d the Sons of God but 1 | 


proper and peculiar ſenſe; qnly Chrifk. n 5 
all dts, .. For unto which of Hig Angela ford he . 

at any time, Thou: art my Son, Son, hig day baue += ol 
begotten. thee? In this point Jin Martyr 7 
is expreſs, who in ſeyeral places affirms, that 
52575777 Pe NO * + 
it tbe San of God. And that he alone it fro; 
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© multiply inſtances in a caſe 10 univ = 


M. Top prove has our ame is 8 
| God, becauſe. he in the-Scripture is calld 
rrim Faith. God, "and Lord, This indeed is an argument 
de this Author excepts againſt, and complains 
= writers of Crore who upon this heal 
up a number of Teftimones, in rag of Jorw 
img that the word God, when aſcrih d to our & 
viaur, has the ſame fiynification,as when tis yo 
5 to the Father, or includes the ſame infinite and 
: 2 n unbounded perfectiont. And upon this occafion 
ER he brings a number of Texts out of the Old 
and New Teſtament, where Angels and Men, 
8 the Gods of the Heathen, i. e. Devils, arc 
a. call d Gods, as, The Lord ſaid unto Moſes, ;ſee 1 
. 237. have made a 8 God unto Pharaoh, For | 
know that the Lord is great, and that our Lord 
it \above all Gods: and ſeveral more to the 
_ ſame purpoſe, by which he endeavours to 
' ©" invalidate the force of this argument. But 
there is pac lace, which if he had product 
entire, would have given a full anſwer to 
x Cor. e. s. — de Qion : it is ch, For tho there be tha 
SY F 4 Gods, whether in Heaven or on Eaiil 
| (bel mary, and Lords many.) Bu 
10 ws there is but one God the Father, of who 
are all things and we in him, and one 'Lord Feſu 
a, by whom are CAE 
J * 1 
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"our Ble d Saviour). vc. 
which place it is plain, that our Saviour ſeſas 
Crit excepted oat of the nunther of Hſe 


who in a looſe, general or "figura- 
2 are call d Geck 


therefore is call d God and Lord in that prov. 
per 


that this was the ſenſe of the Primitive Fa. 
thers, appears from Fenaus 
it hems there were ſome Hereticks made 
the fame objection ; and therefore he has be- 
dow d feyeral pages in anſwering 
face. this Author has not t 

his notice, I ſhall hence tranſcribe- ſome 
the moſt material p alſages, beeauſe it wi 
8 the fame time muſes his objection, and 


le of che Primitive Fathers in chis point. 
His: words are theſe, neither the 
Lad, mor the Haly' Ghoſt, nor ile A 
ui definitively and abſolutely babe c. 


aker ) ſince the ' Father" ir truly Lord, and the 
Son is truly Lord, the Holy Ghoſt did with very 
gad reaſon gius them the name of Lord. And: 
ul reſentiy after he evidently ' diſtinguiſhes, 


r Neque n Dominur, neque Spititus Sanctus, 
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aliquando, niff eſſer vere Deus. p. 208. col.r. 2 Vere 
5 igitur cum Pater ſit a1 & Filius vere 1 Dominus, merito 
Spititus Sanus Domini appellatione TE —_— 


and Lords, and 


ſenſe, in which it is here affirm'd, that 
there is but one God and oe Lord. And 


in wWhoſe days 


her the ſenſe of one of the moſt conſiders” | 
Sr 


God, who was not God, e ON 
tuly God, and * therefore ( as he ſays a little 


poſtoſi eum, qui 3 e tire & 2bſolute Deum 
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them 


chem from 1 — Wants: vey * 

in the Name of Chriſt are made Sons of God, 

and therefore are ſometimes call d Godsin 

Seripture, but Gods not by nature, but ads 

And in the next page, when; (ay; 

de) the Scripture 2 2 of theſe, which: are na 

| Gods, it does not , 4s Lobſerv d before, 
call them Gods, but 5 ine addition and fam. 

Ee which they are ſhew'n not to be Ga, 

And applying this rule to Moſes he has theſe 

words: And Moſes bimſelf being | the: Man 

of God it made a. God ta Pharaoh, but he is un 

truly Lord, nor God by the Prophets, but 

by the Spirit call d what he was, 


Num. 12.7. 17 


———— — 


be ſums up thus: Having anſwer d this Ca- 
eil of theirs it is plainly bew n, that neither the 

Prophets.nor Apoſtles ever nam'd any other \God, 
or call 4 any one Lord, beſides the true bye 
| God. From which place it is very plain bo bol 
a what Irengus thought of this argument, and 


wa 4 pO 


1 De autem 8 quibu Thr a Ego dixi, Dii of 
fili Ali m. His (c. qui adoptions gratiam adepti 
unit, per, quam clammmu, Abba pater. p. 208. col. 2. 2 Cum 
autem eos, ** non ſunt Dii, nominat, non in totum, quemad- 
modum predixi, Scti 14 oſtendit illos Deos; ſed cum aliquo 
e, & Genificatione, per quam oſtenduntur non eſſe 
Di. p. 209. c. 1. 3 Et ipſe autem Moyſes homo Dei exiltens, 
* Deus quidem datus eſt ante Pharaonem: non autem vere Domi- 
nus appellatur, nec Deus vocatur a prophetis, ſed fidelis Moyſe 
EX . & ſerous Dez, dicitur à 8 iritu, quod & erat. p. 2 10. c. a. 
=. 4 Soluta igitur & hac illotum ia, New ET 
| quoniam nunquam neque prophetæ, neque Apoſtoli alium — 
| | nominaverunt, vel Dominum appellaverunt, præter verum & ſo. 


. faithfull Servant of God. The whole matter 


ä of 


our Ble ſſed Saviour, &ðc. 9 
of our Saviour s Divinity ſince he aſſerts, | 
that the Scriptures call our Samour Lord, ane 
that they call no one ſo beſides the true and nx 
God: which 1 defire may be taken notice of, 
becauſe this Author challenges us to ſhew' 
where our Saviour either in Scripture or Au- Hiſt Pref. - 
tiquity is call d the True God, or the Only Gu 
of by any of the known Titles of the Supreme 
Ged;-as God the Creator, the Inviſible Gad, 
the Great God, the God over all &c., which 
* {hall be here conſider d. That our 
Saviour is call d the True God and the Only: 
God, we have ſhewn from Irenaut, and there- 
fore ſuppoſing there could be no inſtances 
brought, here the other Titles, he mentions. 
are given him, it would only follow, that 
thoſe Titles, which are generally given to the 
Father and not to the Son, were deſign d 1 
to expreſs the Diſtinction of Perſons, not the 
Difference of Nature. However I ſhall-ſhew - 
that moſt of thoſe Titles either in the Scri» 
ptures, or Fathers, or both, are often ap- 
ply d to God the Son, as well as other Epi- 
thets, Deſcriptions, and Appellations, which 
cannot agree to any Created Being. 

He is call d, Iſai. 5. 6. Wonderful, Counſellour, 


the mighty God, the everlaſting Father, the Prince 


I Cor. 2. 8. The Lord of Glory. 9 
— 15. 47. The Lord from Heaven. 
Tit. 2. 13. Ihe Great God. | 
| k Joh. 5. 20. The True God. ] 7 A 
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4 Rev. 19. 16. King of Kings, and Lord of Lords, 
Comp. lai, | ——1. 11. gang and Omege, the R ant 


Philip. 2. v. ig. 6. 7. Let "this mind bei in 
 thatwas alſo in Chriſt Jeſus ; who being in the 2 
of God thought it not robbery to be equal with God, 
But made himſelf of no reputation, nd zook, upon 
bum the form of a ſervant, and was made in the 
likeneſs of men. This. Tranſlation. indeed He 
excepts againſt, and perhaps: not without Rea- 
ſon; but let us ſee, whether the Alteration 
will do Him any Service. In order to which 
we muſt examine, what is meant by the form 
of God, and the form of a ſervant, That, by the 
form of. a ſervant is meant the nature f man, 
would be plain if the words were tranſlated, - as 
they ſhould be, thus: But made himſelf of no re- 
2 on, taking upon him the: form of a ſervant, 


in the likeneſs of men. Where being 
jw. 2 in the likeneſs of men, is an explanation 


of taking'the form of a ſervant. And therefore 

See Bu, in the Ancient Writers the Human Nature i is 
Nie. 3j. often expreſs d by the name of. ſervant, as the 
Divine Nature is by that of Jon and Lord. 
Hence it has been with very good reaſon i in- 

ferr d, that as taking the form of a ſervant, i. e. 

Human Nature, ſignifies becoming truly and 

properly Man, ſo being in the form of God, muſt 

ſignify being truly and properiy Cod. The origi- 

nal phraſe: indeed, in Oi o, is not beſides to 
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be met with in the New Teſtament, but it is | | 
Us d * Juſtin 1 where ſpeaking of Aer. | 
Ido 
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our Bleſſed Saviour, ec. 
or 1 5 of God, _ as he adds a little after, 


an un ſpeakab 


5 and in the opinion of Athenagoras, 


3 every thing is corruptible, that is not eternal, 


and conſequently that is not God. As 
to what is tranſlated, : 
bery 
it ſhould be tranſlated thus, did not aſſume 
zo be equal Cor lik} to God, which is the 
known ſenſe of 4pmuyue 1nd in the profane 


e, he bon, 1 ſuppoſe, in Heathen 


Authors. But 1 wiſh he had told us, in what 


Heathen Authors he meets with it in this 


ſenſe ; and ſince he has not done it, I ſhall 
here ſnew how it is us d in Chriſtian Au- 
thors, and from thence how it is here to 


Hiſtory, ſpeaking of ſome, who, to avoid 


e e e eee Andatic 


ſame Author in his life of Conſtantine uſes... 1 
much the tame. L 010y N 1 don Em- 


1 1 


20 ge, Aden, irh, an ig c TH S in, 35 a- 
Nia 3; popplid ixus, ini pn nã. n 
„ Jammny 


eren. Ib. 3 H gap e u, a im oi 
epd de. p. 18. in qu verba vide Cl. mali in Deſenſ. fid. Nic: 


B - : "ol 65 


- & 


t it not rob- 
to be equal with God, this Author ſays, 


the Malice of their Enemies, took ſeveral 
Methods of deſtroying themſelves, has this 
expreſſion, riv'%yariv tpmeyue Su, i. e. look. 


11 
Idols of the Heathens, he ſays they have not. 


and is 0 
e name of G of os 15.6 jan; 


be underſtood. Euſebius in his. Eccleſiaſtical 1. 5. . . 
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vod en looking aon this offs 

of returning, as a very valuable bleſſmg, : hi ar 
* See Dr. In the ſame ſenſe it is us d by Feliadorut. 
due 1 Origen explains the phraſe thus, be. did not 
place account of it as. a great matter, that he wa, 
equal to Gad, and one with the Father: by; geo in 
ede place vos 5 * Gn Cd 
4 greater an e Deine Gooant)s, 
bumbling hampel, and —— . to M4 | 
1 6s lgnrc yprov id, &c. row. be had ſa highly 
valu d, or ſo far 15 #57 51.49 equaltty with God, 
as not. to candeſcend to become a Servant, for the 
Salvation f — om Agrecably to this uſe 
of the word, we may paraphraſe the place 
thus: Let thit mind be in you, that was in Feſus 
3 the 772 * — i. e. Frey 
and proper. was ja far appearing. 1 
tie 3 e 
mim a 5 equality wi Go e 
| id not to value this Provitege of his Nature, 
but condefiended totake upon him the form of a Ser- 
_ vant, i. e. the nature of man. And this is a 


ſenſe moſt agreeable to. the ſcope of the I»! 
e which is deſigu d to recommend Hu- N 
N99 10 211} ett] CLE ACHE . 0 

wm — n DET 77777 ee e 1 of 


54 Nec rapinam . (one eſſe ſe equalem Deo, hoc eſt, it 
non ſibi magni T deputat, quod ĩpſe quidem æqualis Deo, | 
& unum cuin Patte Wt; (Lib, g. in Ep. ad i. 2 Tra 8 
Grün, She & Oveiges, SA as xar” d Vaude al u- 

ee e | F 
Weed v IN Fraps, & e HOARY plgY 1 HOTET 72 cia e Gg 4h (4 4 
er in TY & Gh ỹ mel ä 29 11 
vol. 2. p. 34. 1 


mility 5 
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our „ AGs 1 1 

nility and Condeſcenſion: ſince it wauld be 
but a very low! ee 4 160 
that is not not to aſſume to be equa 
with God; tho it certainly ; is a very — 
one, for a Perſon, that is God, to ſcend 
o become Man. There is a place m;lrengus, 
which will ſerye very well both to illuſtrate 
this paſſage of Scripture, and c the 
cath of our Saviour s Divinity: theſe are 
the . the loft 

% Jg uf ant it cane unto 
„ 
ale to ſee him: for he could have come unto us in 
by jncorruptible Glory, but we ſpould nat Baus 
een able to bear the Gragmeſe of his Ge „This 
ncorruptible Glory, by Tremaus aſcrib to- our 
Saviour, is what Juſtin calls an KP. 57: 


Fee 22 and form, which cannot . to 


cory 1 "RE 20 

Ul mention but one text more upon this 
beads which 1 is Romeg.J- + 1 4 are theſe: 

as concerning the fleſh Chriſt came, 

hd a over all, God bleſſed for ever. Amen. This 
place puts Him to a great deal of trouble; 
for after a ſlight Attempt to evade the force 
of it, He labours very hard to prove that 
i _—_ to Ron Interpreted of God the! 


— 2 Ferrer \ KA 
* A 
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ther; ery to the natural eule of the 
words and the conſent of all Antiquity ;- and 


rim fai. ᷑hereforè why he ſhotild ſay, that he does not 


„ 


exped any admirers of modern notions ſhould em. 
brace 52 poſition, 1 don t underſtand; ſince 
it is it ſelf a modern invention. The chief 
reaſon he gi es for this interpretation, Is 


that this phraſe ; dn mr Ges, the God ovnr 


all, in the 'Ferepthfes and moſt primitive Antiquity 
direBly' and figly mant 600 the Father, and 
that to call be Jon fo, "was eſteem d little leſs than 
Jgnor ante; Hereſy, and” 'Blaſphemy ; which he 
endeayonrs"to prove out of the Conſtitution 
and Origen. As to Origen, he is out of the 
Compals of time at firſt propos d; the (u- 


Hiace are at beſt but of dubious au- 


thority, and therefore the Teſtimony of 
them both; tho ever ſo expreſs, would in 
this caſe be but a weak argument; \ eſpe- 


L. ;.c,18. cially fines Irenaus, an Author of undiſputed 


credit in the ſecond Century, „ underſtand 
this text of our Saviour. But becauſe we 
have here à Specimen of this Authors Since- 


rity and fair dealing, I ſhall conſider both the 


places. The words of the Conftiriifions in 
is own Tranſlation run thus; Bat others of 
a ſuppoſe that Jeſus himſelf is tho God over 
all, 8 400 him as bu own See e and 80 5 


ſe _ FR — n 1 BY» Os a. £ "12. 
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x 3 i: ED aur 20 F 178. 7. im Een 
mi, aud, LOUTH 9 Hg dh , a roy yo! ee vn 


of 


| rm, av 1 A ein tye:458p0) ; Lib. 6, cap. 26. 


our Bleſſed Sauiour, ec. 
+ him. #0: be both the, San. and the, Comforter, 
than whieh- Dofrines. what can be mare. deteſta- 
je? and to the ſame, purpoſe Origen ſpeaks 
of ſome, *;who out Raſbneſ- Mee deer N 
r10ur. to be God over all. But ſure this 
thor could not be ignorant, that theſe pa . . 
are nothing at all te his purpoſe; a man, 
that deals lo much in Hereſy, muſt. know 
that in; the Primitive Church there were 
ſome; who confounded the Perſons of che 
Trinity, and made the ſame Per! on both 
father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, as may be ſeen 
in * Juſtin Martyr and Tertullian; and ag gainſt 
theſe Here hs. the words of the Cagi 
tions are evidently deſign d. That Origen 
means the ſame men, and condemns only thoſe, 
vho ſapbos d our Saviour to be God over all, ſo as 
to Om the Diſtinction of Perſons, will be 
evident beyond contradiction toany oᷣne, who 


conſiders his Comment upon this place; from 
which. 1; ſhall tranſcribe the. moſt remarka- 


ble paſſages. + wonder, (ſays he) ar ſame per- 


2 Es di mos, os i re ier, g Nye Mer alba, als 
r 1 de. Ot & N &7t 
M its romror, ol Hirche av ier O n? „ lu, fueig u 
in. Contra Cell. L. 8. p- 287. 2 01 WF 9 a 77078 « Paoxorres Gnas, 
% bein. F Teepe inge den fa in is ies F dun g- 
mem, 05 33 0395 fn WY Les, S ad; dv p. 96. 3 Adver- 
ſus Praxeam:c 2. 4 Et mitot, quomodo quidam legentes, quod idem 
74 C in aliis dicir nus Deus Pater ex quo amnia, & unus 
Jeſus Chriſtus per quem omnia, negent filium Dei Deum debere pro- 
fiteri, ne duos Deos dicere videantur. Et quid de hoc loco Apo- + 
toli facient, in quo aperte Chriſtus ſuper omnia Dew eſſe per- 


fcribitur 2, ſed non advertunt qui hæc ita ſentiunt, quod ſicut 


Dominum Jeſum Chriſtum non ita unum elle Dominum di- 
ſons, 
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Pl. 190, "datur. Vera enim eft Scriptura quæ dicit : & 


Tbe Divinity 0 
2 FE 2 de, 
10 one 3 ad fu Or 


— own is 5 mn I Gut oh 
let: ould from: to dfſert two But 
E they do with this place of the Apofthh, 
in whiel i is plainly written that Chriſt 1s Gu 
over all? it ſeems they had not at that time 
the 20 e — Fu 4 70 

oe s optneon t con 3 a 
2 Mere the Lord Jeſus Chreſt ſo to be oe 
Lord, as that from thence God the Father Jboul 
not le ralf Lord: ſo neither did ho ſay that God 
the Father was ſo one God, as that the Son ſhould 
n be belies d to be God. But they are both bu 


ont and the ſame God, becauſe the Cam has 15 
other © F bug Divinity than the Father, 
707 — of that ons pi 


af Fee. 47 . C atone 
N ae e il ef de het he 


"it, ut ex * Deus Pater non "Dewlans Bai: is & Dem 
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Dominus ipſe eff Deus. Uaus e 1 quia 


*Patrem nom dixit ita efle unum Deum, ut Deus filins 


non eſt ; of nw, divinicatis initium . — Patet, fed ipſius 


. eſt emanatio 
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laid ic be over all, and the; Holy Ghoſt..to 
Jars all things, and God 1 7755 we 
the nature of the Trinity, and one Subſtance , 1 
which ir over all. This place, I hope, ſuffi- 
ciently proves, that Origen did not deny our 

Saviour to bs Cad over alliin that ſenſe, in which : 
the Apoſtle and we àſſert it, but only in that, 

to which the Hereticks had perverted it. 


* 


It may be objected indeed that the Greek 
Text being loſt, and we having only Ruf- 

aur s Tranſlation of this place, whoſe Faith- 
fulneſs we have reaſon to ſuſpect, it does 

not appear whether theſe are Origen s own 
words, or only an Interpolation of his Tranſ- 

lator. But in anſwer to this, let us ſuppoſe 

that Rufinut had taken the e Jibare.” in 

theſe books, that he owns he has done in 

others, of enlarging upon what he thought. 

wanted more particular explanation, et 

this paſſage would be ſufficient to prove 

what it was brought for, viz. to ſhew. 

how . Origen underſtood the Text it ſelf, 

tho the Deductions from it ſhould be ow- 

ing to his Tranſlator. But as to theſe bobks 
upon the Romans, he has rather abridg ds # 
than inlarg d them, as appears both from 

his own words, and from ſome Fragments. 

that are left of the Original, and therefore 
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Prafationem in Epiſt. ad Rm 


- The Divinity of 


1 niglly probable; that note * the ſenſe 
given to this Text is 0K en 8, but even the 
reaſoning upon it, great meaſure, his 
too: eſpecially fince 1 a A Srebable to other 
parts. of Origen s writings, which are come to 
our hands without Interpolations, and' 
ticularly 'to thoſe very books Ainſt Mut, 
m which our Saviour is affirm'd b Gat 
from the beginning, and to be * umnade; and in 
other places he is call d he immutable and 1m- 
mortal Gol: and in ſhort his Divinity i is afſerted 
in as high terms as can well be imagin d. 
After theft places of Scripture, 1 ſhall ſber 1 
what Titles are given our Saviour by the | 
firſt Fathers. 
Hie is call'dby * Hermit and Theephiti of 
Antibch, the ( oun ſellor of God, too High a Title 
ſire for a Creature. 7 
By Ipnatios He is call dhe Inviſcbie, he K. 
«paſſable, who for ut ſakes became Viſible and eff 
which Epithets too are given Him by * fre 
neut, who in the fame place ſays he was In- 
- her Rin F made Comprebenfible. 7 Jonatita 
too in another place aſſerts his Omniſclence. 
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our Ble ſſed Saviour, ec. 
In a eb, the Teſtaments of the 
Twelve Patriarchꝭ ſuppos d by Mr. Dogwel 
to be writ in the; fel Century, and alloyid 
by this Author as 
among others che 


< remarkable Teſtimonies. 


In one place He is call d, Tbe Lord, be Great. 


God of Iſrael, appear upon earth as man, 

and ſave Adam, 1 place the Suffarr 
ings. of our Saviour are call d, The Fasan 
the Higbeſl. And his Appearance, Ne 


ſhall ariſe, unto you the 


' The Higheſt Jpall viſit the Earth, himſelf com- 
ing as Man, eating, and drinking. among, 9 
And afterwards, Then ſpall me riſe every one 
upon hu Scepter, wor ſbiping the King of 2 
wha appear d yon. h in rhe form of Hum 

The next Teſtimony 1 ſhall mention,is 7 ae 
Melito Biſbepef Sardis, of whom there art left 
only ſome Fragments, part of one of which 
1 ſhall here tranſcribe from this Author's own 
Tranſlation; that we may ſee whether this Fa- 


Authority, we have 
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ther if he had been extaat,would have _ de. 
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Toy v. Grabe Spicileg, vol. 1. p. 156. 2 Em 
and . Ib. p. 160. 3 Hegels FU Si- neue, Ib, 
4 Mu rain d vir ? ugs, os xaos. 


g vi . T agp &c. p. 228. 6 Tor 1 
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raw, ron ini ds prima in pi a ram cadbotœs. Ib. p. 251. 
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* The Divinity of. 


his cauſe; as he fondly imaginsbarely from the 
Title of one of his books, which is loſt. These 
are his words, The works of Chrift after hi 


. bv? and eſpecially bus Miracles, declar'd and 


fad pres ov d to the world hu Divinity conceal d in 


For himſelf being at the ſame time * God, 


and a perfeff Man, he ly prov d to us the Exi. 
F his two Natures: his Divinit y by thoſe 
Nirabler, which he wr bt" in the 10 years 


after TY Baptiſm ; and hin Humanity in thoſe 


thirty 'years , which were before bur Baptiſm ; 


wherein by bit Infirmity as to the Fleſh he con. 


ceal d the Signs of hu N alebo be was 
truly God before the world. began. - I think his 
two Natures, his Divinity and his Huma- 


nity (both which this Author denies) could 


not be more fully, or clearly aſſerted; and 
Iretieus as expreſsly ſays, Trat He it ' fray 
Man, and that He. u — God, 

Beſides theſe Teſtimonies, / there is one 


conſideration, which ſufficiently” ſhews the 


ſenſe of the Fathers upon this Head, ſince 
they all agree that it was our Saviour that 


Nn d to the Patriarchs and en and is 
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15 T Mie? ary JoemT®-, rain Oeos ans ac9% 145 ummip- 
vv. Melito ap. Cæve Hift, Literar. V. z. p.33. 2 It might be tranſlated 
oe God and Man; for vhs in the Original, i in all probability, 

ers to both. 3 Ab omnibus accipiens Teſtimonium, quoniam 


tete homo, & 2 vere Deus, p. 392. col. 1. in 
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our Bleſſed Saviour, gc. 
in the old Teſtament call d Jebovab and the” 
0 Lird of Hoſts, the known Titles of the Su- 
preme God, and therefore they muſt believe 
that to him theſe Titles are truly applicable. 
I have here only produc d ſome of thoſe 
paſſages, which the moſt fully prove our Sa- 
viour s Divinity, without taking notice of 
that multitude of places, where he is barely 
call d God: becauſe this is not allowed as an · 
Argument for his Divinity. But to a per- 
ſon, that conſiders: it without prejudicè, I 
cannot but think it muſt ſeem an unanſwer- 
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able one, that the Fathers ſhould: ſo com- 


monly call our Saviour God, and that abſo- 
lutely without any Limitation or Reſtriction, 
in places where they cannot be ſuppos d to 


ſpeak figuratively, but muſt be thought to. 


ſpeak the maſt accurately and properly they 


could, as when they argue againſt Infidels. 


and Hereticks, and when they deliver the 
Rule of Faith, and Summary of the Chriſtians 
Doctrine, upon which occaſions. to call a 
Perſon God, that they believed not to be pro- 
perly ſo, looks more like the Artifice of a 
— than the Simplicity of a Primitive Chri- 


III. Our Saviour is God, becauſe he is 
the Object of Adoration. 
That this a good Conſequence, we have 
the Authority both of Reaſon and 18 
tion, both of the Law and the Goſpel, _ 

7 * what 


The Dioinuj © 
what does the Natural Notion of Wovſhip 
imply leſs, than an Humble Application to 
a Being, that is both able to Hear us, and 

to Help us? and conſequently muſt have 
the Divine Perfections of Omniſcience and 
Omni > and whatſoever Being hat 
theſe Perfections, is God. Hence we 2 
© this Precept both in the Old and New Te. 
ber , ſtament, Tbos ſbalt worſhip the Lord thy God, 
* aud: him. only ſbalt thou ſerve. And therefore 

* Zuſtin Martyr tells us, that in his days they 
Worſbip d God alone. Now the ſame Fuſtin 
Martyr ſays in ſeveral places, that aur Savio 

285 to be Worſbipd. The moſt remarkable of 
which I ſhall here produce at large, both 
becauſe it fully proves the Divinity of the 
three Perſons of th the Trinity, and becauſe this 
Author has ſet it in a falſe Light. It ſnould be 
Tranſlated thus: 3 But bim (i. e. the Father) 
and bu Son ( who came from him, and taught u 
and the Hoſt of Good Angels, who follow and ui. 
ſemble him, theſe things) and alſo the. Prophetick 
_— we — 2 ip and Adore , honouring then 
This he with the Ps 

3 tranſhtes — We Worſhip and Adore hin, 

« 4s alſo his Son, who came and taught us theſt 

. things 3 ; and the Hoſt of other Good Angels 
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our Bleſſed Saviour, &. WF © 
who follow and reſemble him, and alſo'the Pros * 
phececk, Spirit. In which Tranſlation this 
Paſlage is us d as an Argument for the Wor- 
1705 els. But it is very unaccountable, yy 
Wo on who profeſſes ſo great an Eſteem prim. radu 
for Jaſtin Martyr, ſhould Tranſlate him fo as - 
w make him - _ contradi himſelf 
in the compa a few Pages, and that 
without the leaſt Attempt to Reconcile the 
Inconſiſtency. For not far from this place 
r us, that, after the Father, be 
1 _ the Son — the 

and the Prop Sprret in 

_ a little before according to Mr. 2 8 
Tranſlation, the Holy Angels are ſaid 10 bs 
lace z and the P 
it in the And not far after 
in both proves from Scrip ture that G 
ir to be worſhip a, and — the Primi- 


tive Practice of 3 wor 1 If any | 
one ſhould think it 5 are | 
ſid here to be taught 6 theſe things as well | 
a Men; it is intirely agreeable to thi Primi- 

tive Notions , as may be ſeen in Jreneus :. 135. 
and in Scripture we are told, that this is 

what the Angels defire #0 look into... There is a: ver. r.tz; 


paſſage in the Martyrdom of Polycarp, which 


) 1 Tits in F rus, Ont feht, e & Noripge ape Torres, 
1 paßt N r DEPT gn Ch celen e 7 (am a rf, ande- 
10 1 p- 60. 2.05 155 rb ee 7 goo xe; UF a5 in, 
"1 e, a eg — 
pero Haas welas cu, th thoang © Mos u, nie r 5 
Foy roniou rd. p. 63. 3 Vide ſupra. 


1 will 


S 8. A A Kr ASS ASD 


he 


wor ſbip) d in che third 
rb 


will ſerve as a farther Proof and. Confirms 
tion of the Doctrine we here contend for; 

1 Not „that neither is it poſſible for at 
ever to forſake Chriſt, who ſuffer d for the Salva. 
tran of all ſuch as ſhall be ſar d throughout the 
9 World, the Innbcent for the Sinners, na 
Morſbip any. otber beſides Him: For Hlim in. 
deed, a. * the Son of God, we do Adore; bu 
for the Martyrs we deſervedly Love them, as thi 
Diſciples and Followers ef our Lord, &c. But 

the Inſtances are ſo numerous, and the Byi- 

dence ſo full in this matter, that this Au- 

Prim.Faith. thor is forc d to own, that. there it 4 & 
r* minent and Divine Honour and Worſhip due 1 
the Sn of God, tho in another place he af 

?.5+ firms, that God the Father alone #4 to be pri. 
marily Winſoig.d and. Ador d, or in the muff 

* Proper ſenſe and in the Higheſt Manner, Hence 
implying, as I ſuppoſe, that the Worſhip 

due to aur Saviour is an Inferior ſort of 

*Worſhip, and not call d fo in the moſt pro- 

per ſenſe. But he ſhauld have told us what 

the — is betwixt the Worſhip due to 

the Son and to the Father: for ſince he Al- 

lows the ſame Acts of Worſhip to both, and 

7. a.. ſays that Proper Adoration, direct and diſtinũ 
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whnt 1 21 rene lems 6s by 4 Bb. 
ftinction without a Differente: For 1 would - 


willingly know, whether Proper! Habrat 
dre and ds * Inoocativn 200 Thankſag6 
i not chat ſort of ' Worſhip,” Madge... . 
xc fotbid\m- the Old and New Teſtathene 
»-givs tb any bur! God; if iv is, then this 
85 ivito o Saviour pores him waly 
God) it is nt . gleing it tog 
date 1. not ry, fed n does not 
offene againſt chat Law, 2 5 whieh 1dotatry: 
— Bred nor vine of rho 
ber up ein the kuo ofthe” 
wil Law, underſtand either:thar, or Ori- 
Dae: who at Lyſtra refagd the Diviſſe 
Honours that were deſigu d hin; tho th 
— — 8 ſuppoſe ; offer him the Suptenis 
Aude def call d Barnabas 
= ng rn only" Nui but 1nfedlÞas: is, 
that, 7 . 10 K n i | 


til] 
* 

theſs vanities 
m9" the Living 'G "The robo 

(if chis Author's — be true) ad hold 
equally againſt the 2 of our Saviour," 
fince el to his Notions,” he is a mam 
like paſſions with us, heing when be —— 
as he affirms, liable 10 TempiatinniN.- s. 
eren in hut oo Pros. rp Soap 
r tempted in other Men, taling 
7 of the” * Ae Ronde Id fx, 


9 that 


that "MN owns our b Savicur hn * ahi 
Lord; and therefore the Object 4 Adora. 
; ĩt muſt bei confeſs d he does call Him 
ERF 
t. he t rea the 
the. father; aur God, Doan! Lord; "Rar 
this be all the Divibity he allows Him; 4.4 
taube our God by Appointment, he can he 
our God only in ſuch a ſenſe, as Moſer w 
God to Phayagh, on to the: iraclites;: that 
is commiſſion d by God. foiact in his Name: 
and conſequently can have no greater right 
to our Worſnip, than Moſer had to theirs: 


f | 
* 
26 
5 med. 


Prim.Faith. 
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And if this — Conſequence, St. Tau 


muſt have been too ſcrupulous in r 

the Worſnip of the L — and the 

inn the Nxvelation did not underſtand either 

onx Religion or Himſelf, who, when St. Joby 

Rev: 22. fler d to worlhi him, ſaid, (ſee thou doi 

nots for I am il fellom Servants. and of 49 Bre- 

"= the Prophets, and of tbem mhich keep the 

N Bool: Morſbip God. rn Jud gil 
But, that he may not complain of being 

miſgepreſentad,1 will here . 

be allows our Saviour any other Divinity 

3 his being a God by Appointment. 

4 aſſerts indeed, as we obſerv d before, that 

F. 19% mo mo ox wh Lord, and that he is | the 

. One of G0 a Being of Perſon of e 

nent — Pray , Knowleage;. Power a 
rity , and ſo, far ſuperiour to all ſubordinate 
Geatures, But in ocker place aſſerts him 
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and'in hi Divine Naturt liable'ts Tong 


and not only fo, but by chis Argument every 
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our „ Bleſſed Sb 
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at 

wer. This is a Strange, 8 
— Account of out? Saviour b 
vinity (if we map eall it ſo) and liable t 
more Objectious than any Myſtery of Chi 
ſtianity , "which: yet this Author makes fo Ibid. p.z88, 
bold with. 1 Haste God is downright 
Contradidtionz>ant juſt as good ſenſe as 
CINE ws nn 5 4 860 
arily implies P -Eterni 
Exiſtence indented Pers the Notion c 
a Creature a limited Pomer an d precarious Bei 
And therefore if ſeſus Chriſt was created, he 
cannot be truly God, and if he be truly Gee, - 
he muſt not 1 created. Fer 1 Wes 
gladly. know, was Jeſus Chriſt truly God 
and Capable of Adöration; becauſe he wis 
created with thoſe ——— Perfe&iotis 
of Kyowledge am Power ſuperibur to all other 
Creatures? if ſo; then the Angels muſt be 
Gods too, and may be worſſſip d, becauf | 
they. are created with the Perfeckions 
Knowledge and Power Superior to Ours: 


man of good Underſtanding or gteat Strength | 
is a God to the Pooliſn and the Weak; and 
then we unjuſtly blame or cenſurè the Flat- ' 
tery and Folly of thoſe perſons, who haye 
given, or the Wickedneſs and Vanity of thoſe 
en who have receiy'd Divine Honours: * 5 
in 5 D * * 8 


lle. to V Aﬀfitance — Wagen 
iche Fathers upon this head, he has product 
ed a number; of Teſtimonies to prove 

f eee which dea 
tat: A * denying, that we from thence 
Wo de, our Saviour is properly God in be 
7 F that God the Father 
Worſhip d, whieb is certainly True, 


by means to his:Purpoſe; and-there. 
De kradade, - ſome 


WE 8 


Father only: ir h 
Kari d= chien true too in frenew's ſenſe, 
the canngt he ignorant, chat Trenaus does 
3 of the Father in oppoſition to 
Son or the Holy Ghoſt, Aber ia the fall 
Rehe or 2 uy of —— Heretjcks, 
p 


i nie Eck: aer 
h. Opinion he exprefles of them, 
gement of an impartial Reader 
Ache hej were certainly genuine) 
rather paſs for an, Argoment againſt him, 

they Scribe Proper and Direct. Ado 
ration and Worlhip to aur Saviour, as much 
2s, co the Father. And for. what reaſon he 
brings that famous, Epiſtle! of lien to the 
our Trajan about the Chrifttans, 1 
cant imaging, — it 8 to 2 


ee i. . 45 
F aten al. be — e191 
nnd 


our Bleſſed Saviour, SG . 
adverſaties making uſe.of it agdinſt him. 
The words are theſes; They (i. e. the Ciieh. | 


their Fault ar their Error was 22 
vont on 4; ſbated day, Leer amen e tame * 


ether, and to ſing alternately SE Chriſt +», 
2 Which ſure is no Argument 
his Divinity: eſpecially fince! theſe” very 
Hymns were appeal d to by an Ancient Au- 
thor abc at the end of the ſecond Century | 
to prove the Divinity of our Saviour againſt | 
Atemo, Ay it, as may be: ſeen in nit fcc... 
Euſebive: and we have one of theſe fort ß 
Hymns now 22 which goes under the 
name of (lemens Alexandrinu, where Eter- 
nity is aſcrib d to our Saviour. This indeed is 
an Author he does not allow the Authority 
of, but the only reaſon, I am afraid, is be- 
cauſe he does not favour his notions; ſince he 
may be reckon d within that Period of Time 
he propos d to conſider: and beſides, this 
Hymn is probably compos d in the words = 210 
the Church, and therefore ſnews the Opi - 
nion not only of one Author, but of the whole 
Bady of Chriſtians. Is 219013, 4: 3 Its. 


IV. The Darth 'thing 1 os'd to-ſhew 
was, that our Saviour is auſe he has 
the Attributes of God. That he is Omni- 
(cient and Omnipotent, we. have ſhewn be- 

"Adfraabant autem hanc . vel culpz ſux, vel er er· 


torĩs. ſolitĩ ſtato die ante lucem convenitre: Suren. 
por Kino, quaſi Deo, dicete ſecum invicem. 4.10, N 1 
ET ore, 
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ad Magrel. ply'd oy our Saviour in Nnatiuss Epiſtles, 


ſhewn bei 


makes this obſervation, bat both one and the 


other appears to agree to Cadꝭ that always exiſted: . 
For he 1s the only Eternal Being. ' Now we know 


= Weir wo 


fore, * if the time would permit, might 
eaſily be prov d more fully; but 1 ſhall her 


chiefly inſiſt upon his Eternity, becauſe this 


is — this Author expreſsly denies, and 


' days that he is never call d in Ancient Writers 
. Tos eternal. l ſa ppoſe he does not inſiſt 


* word aids: if we can prove, thut 


nning of Exiſtence, it is the 
ou thi N even the word aids is ap- 


where he is call d A5 aide, the eternal word, 
That he is call d in the Revelation, Alpha 


and Omega, the Firſt and the Laſt, we have 


Juſtin Martyr * Ghaking of God 5 appeari ng 
to Mo ſes,; and calling bimlelf J am, or 5.@y 
(as it is in the Septuagint) ſays, Plato bor- 
rom d his notion. of God from hence, & tberefor- 

call d him. ra oy, that which ts: upon which he 


that all the Fathers, — — Juſtin 
Martyr, thought the perſon, that 6; JPET d 
to Moſes, to be the Son of God, and 


— 
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fore; now if he be the Firſt he muſt 
have none before er „ and per- 
muſt be Eternal. 1 „n. 


chere · 
Ig it is Plein he beliey d him-crernal. and 


d ov; oer es eee, ; 
rt Ft rh p. 20%// 


1 ; 


our Bleſſed Saviour. Sc. 
in another place he directly calls hin 
Oe dei he that always N which! <q the” 
ſame as As. 191008 Df ü n 
Aibenagoras ſays, * be 1 233 nas 
for God being an eternal: Mind, ha din him roo 
ſelf from the beginning; i. e. from all eternity; 
rhich may ſerve as a Se aol in 2 
firſt verſe: of St. Joh Goſpel, I. 
ning war the Word : which is the ſame as 10 
the beginning, and therefore from all eternity.” 
3 Theophilus Biſhop of Antioch ſays, that 

be was\aliways d in che Hen f Gon, 
ar being, hs Counſellour before any thing wur made: 
which is much the ſame; hw Hermas ſays of 


= ; 
— % 
.- 
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_ That he is ancienter than any 99 Og 


that he was in bee with 'bly Father. 
4 the Creation all iin dwedec ! 
Trenæur frequently ad fully aſſerts Kip! 


Eternity, he calls him in one place the Er- 


nal Ward of Cod, and blames thoſe who aſſan 
him a Beginning. Probably the Original word 
was ar In F Place be IEEE" 


I e ee ene its 
- 531-, 2 Vide: infra, 3 Tis %, r Um d- 
ard Toy o rc Oi. ce vit v. vita; vdr 4 casu. 
a brd 2 im. p. 100. 4 Filius quidem Dei omni 
Creatura! antiquior eſt, ita ut in Conſilio Patti ſuo adfuerit ad 
condendam Creaturam. L. 3. Sim. 9. c. 12. 5 —— decentiora 
autem magis quam hi, qui lationem prolativi hominum verbi 
trans ſerunt in Dei æternum Verbum, & prolationis initium do- 
nantes & geneſin, quemadmodum & ſuo verbo. Et in quo di- 
ſtabit Dei Verbum, immo magis ipſe Deus, cum fit Verbum, à 
verbo hominum, ſi eandem habuerit ordinationem & emiſſionem 
grnerationls ? p. 9 i vide ama. Cl. Grabe, 


himſelf 


yi * pat *? 2 


p- 63. 


Prim. Faith 


P- Ty. 
P. 128. 
P 157. 


nit. Pre. them. He tella us, Irenaus Tertullian, and other; 


to haue qurry d it the neareſt 


of Talking: for the 
to @ real Eternity, the leſs fond he mult 
be of, thes Philoſaphich Eternity ; which is 


Te Divinity * 


" himſelf thee: — cemad;;tHMR 
nor didft, thau always ceexift with Gad 4 lr 
— mord. And in another place he-ſpeaks 
has, Vs have fliut out all the Contradittien of 
the whe. ſoy oem eee 
did not as For we have ſhawn, that 
the! Sen: of Ged dad ria then begin to be, fence he 
exiſted! always with the Farber. Thele Teſti 
monies are 1 this i is pleafant to ſee 
what Difficulties he is put to in order to clude 


f7 come in, winter d tor firm, that 

Len war an a ſecret manner in the Father, 
ih. before ua Generation| or Creation: this he call 

another plade a Pholaſophrok EArernioy, "anda 
— on an Exiſtence hdi, 
*1. e. a potential not an aun and ſays 
that Irenæus ſeems tn have been the fondeſh of 
this -R buloſoplick Eternity. of the Son of Cad, eh 


to a: real. Eternity, 
of all the, Ancients. Which: is a ſtrange way 


r he carries it 


not a real one: But indeed Jrenæus not only 


carries it near to, but Plainly aſſerts che real 
r of * Son of God, as the . 


* — 


— * 5 — 11 * ry 7 * 3 


— 


* Nes eim as iſles e „ lows, neque tuner — 


Deo ſicut proprium ej us verbum. 5. 169. col. 2. 2 Excufet omni: 
contradiftio dicentium: Si ergo natus eſt, non erat ante Chri- 
fa; Oſtendimus enim, quia non tunc ccœpit Pina Dei, exi- 


produc d 


SSN FM» 


ſens ſemper apuct Pane p.245. col. 1. 


our Bleſſed Saviour, = 4 


bout hern bo ro along Qu Quotation outo 
thority he difallows, tp. 4 


1 5 Len g of the more ancient \ e 
why Jreneus ſhould be joyn d with Tertul 
1 da not underſtand. = beſides that Ter- 
lullan was ſomething later, he was a man _ 
5 28 fancy, ane tho as to the mal 
rine int, it came fr he 

Rule of. Faith. Aer, Tt the Apoſtles , 25 
ſays in this very Book againſt Praxeas, yet he e. 
yentur d at q and Simi litudes o 
his den, which inſtead of explaining do but 
the more obſcure theſe inexplicable Myſte⸗ 
ries. i. Whereas Irenæus was a iſer man, an 

ri cloſe to what was . and 177. 

ho pretended to know th . ingfable 
of Gad, or were too CUTIOUS in en ring — 
what, manner the San was deriud. rom 7 Fa- 


declar d hu Geher gin? and therefore it is 


unjuſt to reflect: 1 as mixing 
FdoGghical 5 with che 2 J 


9355 IMA 97% 8 
1 Et pro heta — zit de eo: rr quis enarre« 
bit? 'Vos Kris m generarionem ejus ex Patre Lend, & verbi 
hominum per _— nam factam prolationem transferentes in Ver- 
bum Dei, juſte detegemini à vobis ipfis, quod neque humana, 
nec divina noveritis. Itrationabiliter autem inflati, audaciter 
inenartabilia Dei Myſteria ſcire vos dicitis, — Si quis itaque 
nobis dixerit: Han ergo Filius prolatus à Patre eſt? dici- 
mus ei, quia prolationem iſtam, five generationem, ſive nuncu- 
pationem, ſive. adapertionem, ant quolibet quis nomine voca- 
verit, ende ehe wehe en, news novit. 
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Pate above fully eyince. But w by be he v. . 


t = which he Jays, no one knows, for wha has thi 53. 8. 
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of Siri ; for indeed hie was not or 
of thoſe, who for: Heathen Philoſophers b. 
came cute Chriſtians ; blech after their y 
years ſpent in Philoſophica] Speculations, 
ply d themſelves late to the ſtudy of : 
Chriſtian Religion; but was ee 
from his youth, and was ſome time Di 
ſciple of Polycarp Biſhop of Syrns: an 
efore upon account of theſe Ac : 
his. Authority is of more weight chan any 
Ather we have of the ade age, nay even 
than Faſtin „Who was fome an. 
eur; but had "been converted from 
theniſ m, and was mo inally a Chriſtian, 
That any Of the firſt Fathers aſſerted bur 
d Saha 15 Nen Nr I 
rrim. Faich. only Ne of a, as he in- 
n.  Hnwares, is ütterly falſe. Indeed Taras the 
Heretic does ſuy, that the Word ſubſiſted in 
"the Father d Ne Ou * 1.6. by & raj 
pet. 6d. fa“, power, but Biſhop Bull has ard enough to 
A be. GGhvince any, mai, that he did not mean 
„ by this, a potential but an au Exiftence; 
and his incomparable Expoſition of this place 
ſhould have .confuted,, before it was 
us das an Argument againſt the Eternity 
of our Saviour. However ſince there is ſome 
Difficalty in this ry „ and we have Evi- 
dence enough befid yeomitted this Te- 
ſtimony, as well fe want of Perlpicuity 3 in 
the place, as Authority in the Writer. 
Indeed Athenegoras and Theophilus of Hh 
£106 


our Bleſſed Saviour, &c. L 1 
och do ſpeak. of à Generation, of the So 
ſome time before the Creation of the Worl 
and in order to. it; but it is plain they do 
not mean a pr ref or a bring: 
ing kim mee Bring, who did not exiſt be: 
fore ; fince they make his Exiſtence ante 
dent ta this Generation. But they under- 
ſtand his coming out of the Father to create a al 
things, or this: ct Manifcſtarion of hunle 
in the Formation. of the W 55 and this 
FT call Generati bas Au or may ber Prim.Faich, 
as angry as he ple ſes wit s Interpreta- 


tion, but i it is offible | to underſtand” 
in any other Senſe, 50g A muſt be taken 


e Dt 47 VE 
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g aim EIT 5% 6 por (i Apis Wo, 
Ta 5 e ds N U 
> —— Quotes 3; 1 gy diele, . 
of TRL heph5epeny e Tr xuPeripe 1 aunts, 2 hip ne d 
ext92\Juv. nada 5 Tal a wo, #0 Kiel 8 (o- 
cn] ini d feuert dt: len any, f. 10. 
ä E 2 duction . 


as 


duction of the Son to be Bis Coming out 


The Divinild of 


the Father, in order to act in the rent Berk & 
the World. And this very place will fur- 


niſh us with à full Anſwer to that repeated 


Prov. 8. 22. 


Objection of his, taken from ſome of the 
Fathers who app'y this Paſſage in the Pro. 
verbs, according to the Se eptuagint Tranſla- 
tion, to our Saviour, The Lord created me the 

Beginning of his Ways, for bis Works, Since it 
is plain, chat Athenagoras underſtood ' no 


8 —_ by it, than the Son's bein ng ſent or 


ing forth to create the World: and 1 


180 find that any of the firſt Fathers, who 


quote this Text, meant to aſſert any more 
by it than the Generation of the Son: and I 
ſuppoſe he does not pretend to argue from 
the place it ſelf, ſince the Tranſlation from 
the oh inal Hebrew i is thus, The Lord poſſeſs d 
me in the Beginning of his way, before his Works 
of old. I was ſet up from Everlaſting, from __ 
Beginning, or ever the Earth was. When 

were no Depths Twas brought forth, &c. which! i 
by: Commehtators made arallel to Foh. 1. 1. 
In the Beginning was the 2 and the Word 
was with God, and us d as att Argument for the 
Divinity and the Eternity of our Saviour. | 


Fs Our Saviour is God, hecauſe he 15 Con- 
ſubſtantial, or of che ſame Subſtance with 

God the Father. if gr 
The only Authority which he has produc d 
with any ſhew of an Argument — 
n- 


our Bleſſed Saviour, G. 7 


* 
. 


Conſubſtantiality of the Son, is that of Ja- 
fin Martyr, who aſſerts that the Son n. 
merically diſtintt from the Father : but in the 
ſame place he ſays, * that he was from the Fu- 
ther, not by Abſciſſion, as if the Subſtance of the 
Father was divided; and therefore it is plain he 
beliey'd he was Conſubſtantial, or of the ſame 
undivided Subſtance with God the Father; 
and conſequently meant no more by this nu- 
merical Diftintion, than we do by a þtrſonal 
Diſtinction. If he ſhould ſay that this Ex- 
preſſion is not proper; we own it is not 
what is generally underſtood now by 'a nu- 
merical Diſtinction, but it is evidently what 
Juſtin Martyr meant: and this Author has 
the leaſt right of any perſon to inſiſt upon 
Propriety of Expreſſion, who ſeruples not 
to call what he thinks properly a Creature, 
truly God, than which there cannot be a 
greater, either Impropriety, or Abſurdity. 
Athenagoras aſſerts that 3 the Father and 
the Hon are one, the Son being in the Father, 
and the Father in the Son by the Unity and 
Power of the Spirit : and a little after, having 
laid, * that the Prophetick Spirit is an Emanation 
from God as Light is from the 


4 
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call d Atheiſts,” who aſſert God the Fathes, Gal 
the Som, and the Holy Ghoſt, and declare then 
* in Unity, and Difference in Order? Here 


al ©, that all the Difference or Di 
5 2 makes between the Per- 
of Naben Trinity, is only of Order, not 
Nature; and in another place he ſays, 
E A. ag 1s che rom the Father, and 
therefore he muſt he, Conſubſtantial. 
Feneus tells us, '* that God the Father and 
his Ward is one Ra the ſame God. 3 That at 73 
Peculiar to the Supereminguce of God, not to want 
any other Inftrumevts for the making. Fed war all 42 
tht: were made; for his own I 
cient for the formation of all thin 87. And =o 
Toy he ſays in another wee af, there i 
by hiſs Cod the, Creator, who. made Ul thing 
5 > that is, by bis Ward aud his idm: 
are the Names by which, Henæus ex. 
preſs ws the Sqn and the Holy, Ghaſt,, as vil 
urther. evident from anot r place, wh ere 


be ſays thus; * Therefare, the 1 
maſs ur, nor army 7 8 the Ar 


ar ales Ty ne. FP 80 ow T 1 Agent bn, im 
—— Ib. 1 Ee, e wt hg? cums oye ys 

m zrriTaexr4. p. 17. 2 Cum fit . 

Dru Pa & Verbum ejus._ p. 3 9. col. 1. 3 Eee nan fe 

hoc Det ſupereminentiæ non ea) aliis organis, ad conditio- 


nem eotum qua fiunt, & idoneug eit & ſufficiens ad ſormationem 
omnium proptium <jus Verbum, b. 117. cal. 1. 4 Sed ſolus 
uns Deus Fabricator qui ſecit ea per ſemetipſumy hoc eſt 
per. Verbum & per Sapientiam ſuam. 5. 185. col. 1. 5 "Nan ergo 
W nos, nec nos planarerunt, nec Angeli potue- 
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our ee hs 39 
vor amy one better the Mord af Güd 
ony Tower, far diſtant from the" Nunber vf "i 
mate the Image bf God. \ "Nor hd the b 
Father want theſe 20 make, what he hall before 4 
wppornted to be made; as if he had not hu own 
— For the Ward: e the Sn and 
—__ ——_— nt with lim, 'by "both 
freely made all things,” to Whom Be. | 
me," Let us — br att] Cen. 125. 
22 by which places it is tllat Ire / 
near Believ d the Sen to be Conſibſtantial 
with the Father, tho hie does not make uſe 
of the word: for if the Son be! Gen 
and one and the Joke? God with God'the" F, 


3 Irenens à che maſt be one and the ' * 
ſame Sublrance. An by this Nather hνανν,jjn 
inſift ſo uch ih "the es we 


pamly have the ſenſe. ve it; I Gong e 
even Ser himfe off 


. 1 Verb Do 25 | 
nec vittus Jop} 85 abliſtens 2 P a gran N , aun HA. 


gs Hs fag on faced ; quit: who fa 
Verbum 1 WO entia, , Flite de pe in qui 


omnia libere & fponte fecit, ad Jes Kl 
wit homi mm ad. imaginem & ſilitdinem EE: 3 


I Nemini viro cordato EE orb | 


yocabula adveffarii ek yo yrs 1 


denten yohi ac roms fun wh, A GPg ren a. 


los, alioqui ingenio & eru ditione e 
— 5 ib — — ns, 
rem i rationibus is con 
firmari : — TH que i in ipſa q 8 explicanda 


expreſſa — diſerte * non inveniantur. . 5. 778. 
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 wpon ich grounds. Tor it 1s ſuſicient for me 
that are concern d for Truth, that the thing it ſelf 


in diſpute is prov d by Reaſons or Teſtimonies, 
though the words are not to be met with, 


1 have. now gone through what I at fut 
propos d, and hope 1 have lhewn, that there 
is that Evidence for the Divinity of our Sa. 
viour both in Scripture and Antiquity, that 
it cannot eaſily be conceiv d, how a perſon 
can deny the Truth of the one, without 
disbelieving the Authority of the other. Thi 

Reflection I hope will not ſeem too ſevere, 
ſince (to uſe this Author's words a little al- 
nit. Pref. tex d. with which 1 ſhall, conclude) It 5s in l. 
OY half of the 277 5 Chriſtian Faith, againſt the cu. 
ruptions of Philoſophy and Suggeſtions. of Inf 
jen: Vaio Thale and Daring Infidelity, 
What is Popery and Prager? if thas. be. not. ſo) 
to Jupprefs, or corrupt the Ancient, Books : to 
vouch Clou or Fuſpected Authorities: to ad 
vance Groungleſs N:ceties againſt certain A. 
teoles of the! Chriſtian Faith: to ouerloak or evade 
expreſs Teffunomes : to put forc d ani abſurd In 
terpretations on the plain words of Scripture : and 
all chis in order to revive an Exploded He⸗ 


Fly 0 knorr a en e „ a 
„ oh 17 10 God the Father, God the Son. and 

. . -God the, Holy Ghoſt, be all Honour, Praiſe, 
and Thankſgiving now and * evermore. 


Amen. 
| 3 1 N 1. 


